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BeepeHune. CoBpeMeHHble CXeMbl HE0AAbIOBAHTHOW MOMXMMUOTEPANUM CYLLECTBEHHO MOBBICUIN YACTOTY 06BEKTUBHOMO
OTBETa ONYXO0JIW NPU PaKe MONOYHOIA Kene3bl, 0COOEHHO NPU arpecCUBHbLIX NOATUNAX, TAKUX KaK TPUKAbI HETAaTUBHBIN pak
monoyHoii xenesbl (THPMXK). locTuxeHMe NONHOTO KNMHUYECKOTO U NaToMopth0N0rMyeckoro 0TBETOB NOC/E He0afblo-
BaHTHOW MOAMXMMMOTEPANUU PACLIMPAET BO3MOXHOCTU OPraHOCOXPAHAIOLLEro XMPYPruyeckoro NevyeHuns y naumueHTox,
KOTOPbIM paHee Gblna NoOKa3aHa MacTIKTOMUS.

Llenb nccnepgoBaHusa — oueHka 3heKTMBHOCTU HEOAAbIOBAHTHOIO IEKAPCTBEHHOTO NeveHus y 60bHbIX THPMXK 1 aHa-
JIN3 XUPYPruUYeCKNUX pe3ynbTaTos B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT CTEMEHW OTBETA OMYXOJM Ha TEpanuio.

Marepuans! u MmeTopbl. B uccnegosaHue skntoueHo 210 nayueHTok ¢ THPMIK, koTopbiM Gbin0 NpoBefeHO KOMOUHMPO-
BaHHOE MW KOMMIEKCHOe NiedeHne B oHKonornyeckom LeHtpe N2 1 fopoackoit knuHuyeckoi 6onbHuubl M. C.C. K0guHa
[lenaptameHTa 3gpaBooxpaHeHus r. Mockebl B nepuop, ¢ utoHa 2020 r. no aHBapb 2025 r. MNepBbiit 3Tan BKAOYAN HEO-
a[iblOBaHTHOE IEKAPCTBEHHOE IeYeHWe, COOTBETCTBYIOLLEE COBPEMEHHBIM MEXLYHAPOLHBIM 1 OTEUECTBEHHbIM CTaHAAPTaM,
BTOPOW — XWMpypruyeckoe neyeHue. bbinn oLeHeHbl 4acToTa KIMHMYECKOTO M NaToMopdoNormieckoro oTBeToB, BULbI
1 06beMbl onepaLui, [ONS OPraHOCOXPAHSAIOLMX BMELIATENbCTB.

Pesynbratbl. locne NpoBefeHUs HEOALbIOBAHTHON NONUXMMUOTEPANMUU MOJHBIA KIMHUYECKUIA OTBET ObIN JOCTUIHYT
Y 3HaUYUTeNbHOI YacTW NALMEHTOK; YacToTa NOJHOro NatoMophoNorMyeckoro oTBeTa COOTBETCTBOBANA AAHHLIM MeXaY-
HapofHbix uccneposanmnit THPMMK. YBennueHne yactoTbl BOCTUKEHWA NONHOTO NaToMOpd0A0rMYecKkoro oTBeTa No3BoONM-
JI0 MOBbICUTb A0JII0 OPraHOCOXPaHAIOWMX onepaLuii. [IpuMeHeHe OHKONNACTUYECKUX Pe3eKLM MONOYHOI xenesbl
CNoco6CTBOBAIO ONTUMU3ALUY PAAUKANBHOCTU BMELATENbCTB U YIyUIIEHWIO 3CTETUYECKUX PE3YbTATOB.

BbiBoAbl. HeoagbloBaHTHOE NeKapcTBeHHOe neyeHune y 60bHbIX THPMMK noBbilwaeT BeposTHOCTb LOCTUKEHUS NOJHOMO
0TBETa OMYX0/N W paclIMPAET NOKA3aHWUA K OpraHocoxpaHsawlemy nedeHuto. icnonb3oBaHne OHKONIACTUYECKUX NOS-
XOf0B 0becneynBaeT OHKONOrMYeCcKylo 6e30MacHOCTb U BbICOKUE 3CTETUYECKUE pe3ynbTaThl, CNOCOOCTBYA YyULEHHUIO
KauecTBa M3HM NaLWUEeHTOK C NPOrHOCTUYECKMU HeGNAronpuUATHLIMU hOpMaMn paka MONIOYHOI XKenesbl.

KnioueBble coBa: pak MONOYHON Xene3sbl, NaToMOPGHONOTNYECKU OTBET, TPUKAbI HEraTUBHBIA paK, HeoaAbloBaHTHas
NONUXUMUOTEPANUSA, OPraHOCOXPAHSAIOLLEE NIeYeH e
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Background. Modern neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimens have significantly increased the rate of objective tumor
response in breast cancer, especially in aggressive subtypes such as triple-negative breast cancer (TNBC). Achieving
a complete clinical and pathological response after neoadjuvant polychemotherapy expands the possibilities for breast-
conserving surgery in patients who would previously have required mastectomy.

Aim. To evaluate the effectiveness of neoadjuvant systemic therapy in patients with TNBC and to analyze surgical
outcomes depending on the degree of tumor response to treatment.

Materials and methods. The study included 210 patients with TNBC who underwent combined or comprehensive
treatment at the Oncological Center No. 1, S.S. Yudin City Clinical Hospital, Moscow Healthcare Department, from 2020
to January 2025. At the first stage, all patients received neoadjuvant systemic therapy in accordance with current
international and national standards; at the second stage, surgical treatment was performed. The evaluation criteria
included the frequency of clinical and pathological responses, types and volumes of surgical interventions, and
the proportion of breast-conserving surgeries.

Results. Following neoadjuvant polychemotherapy, a complete clinical response was achieved in a significant proportion
of patients; the rate of pathological complete response corresponded to international data for TNBC. The increase
in pathological complete response frequency led to a higher proportion of breast-conserving procedures compared with
initial surgical indications. The use of oncoplastic techniques and intraoperative assessment methods contributed
to optimizing surgical radicality and improving aesthetic outcomes.

Conclusion. Neoadjuvant systemic therapy in patients with TNBC increases the likelihood of achieving a complete tumor
response and expands the indications for organ-preserving surgery. The application of oncoplastic approaches ensures
oncological safety and favorable aesthetic results, thereby improving patients’ quality of life.

Keywords: breast cancer, pathological response, triple-negative breast cancer, neoadjuvant polychemotherapy, breast-
conserving surgery
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BBepeHue

I1pu BO3MOXXHOCTH BBITOJTHEHMSI OPraHOCOXPaHSIOIIEH
orepaluy Mpy HayaJdbHbBIX CTAIUSIX paKa MOJOYHOM Xe-
ne3bl (PM2K) HeoOxoarMo oTnaBaTh MPUOPUTET JTAHHOMY
BUILy XMPYPIrUIECKOTOo JeUEHMSI, OCOOCHHO B COUYCTAaHUM
C METOIMKaMU IUIAaCTUYECKOl Xupypruu. PacimpeHue
BO3MOXHOCTEI HEOaIbIOBAHTHOTO JIEKAPCTBEHHOTO JIeye-
HUS ¥ YBEJIMYCHUE YMCIa TTAIIMEHTOK C MOJTHBIM /4acTHY -
HBIM KJIMHUYECKMM OTBETOM ITO3BOJISIIOT 3HAYUTEJIBHO
paclIMPUTh TPYITY MAMEHTOK ISl OHKOILJIAaCTUYECKOM
XUpypruu. TpyKIbl HETaTUBHBIN paK MOJIOYHOM KeJIe3bl
(THPMZXK) oTHOCST K 0OIHOMY M3 HauboJjiee Hebiaronpu-
STHBIX Onosorndyeckux Tunos PMXK [1], yTo mokazaHo
B MHOTOYMCJICHHBIX KIIMHUYECKUX MCClefoBaHusIX. Tak,
B pabote T.J. Yang u coaBT. (2015) ObL11 OLIEHEHBI Pe3yJib-
tatbl Tepanuu 233 6oabHbIX PM2K 11 u 111 cTranuii, Koto-
phie TIOJIYYMJIM KOMIUIEKCHOE JIeUeHUe: HeoalblOBaHT-
Hyto nonuxumuotepanuto (HAITXT), mactakTomutio (MD)
u aydeByto Tepanuto (JIT) B mepuon ¢ 2000 mo 2009 r. U3
Hux y 123 (53 %) nmanueHToK ObLI IMarHOCTUPOBAH rop-
MOH-penenTop-noaoxuTebHbii (HR+) (acTporeH-pernemn-
Top-TtonoxkuTenbHbIi (ER+) uim nporecrepoH-penenTop-
nonoxureabHbiii (PR+)/HER2—) PMK, y 53 (23 %) —
HER2+ (HER2+/HR+ unu ropMoH-pelenTop-oTpuLia-
tenbHBIN (HR—)) PM2K, y 57 (24 %) — THPM2K (HR—/

HER2-). Cpennuii iepron HaOTOAEHMST COCTaBIIT 62 Mec.
Y nmanmentok ¢ THPMZK oTMmeuaiiach 6oJjiee BbicoKasl ya-
cTOTa JJoKopernoHapHoro peuuavsa (JIPP), uem y naiu-
eHTok ¢ HER2+ nimn HR+ PM2K (20 % nipotuB 6 u 4 %
cootBeTcTBeHHO; p = 0,005). Cpenu naiyeHToK 6e3 moJ-
Horo nmaromMopdosornyeckoro orseTa (pathological complete
response, pCR) THPMXK 06b11 cBsI3aH ¢ MOBBIIIEHHBIM
puckom JIPP (26 % npotus 7 % nipu HER+ u 4 % npu
HR+; p <0,001) [2].

B Hacrosiiee BpeMsI CYIIECTBYIOT pa3IMIHble MHEHUS
0 11eJ1eCO00Pa3HOCTH BBIITOTHEHYSI OPTaHOCOXPAHSTIOIIEH
onepauuu (OCO) B mosib3y MD 1ipu arpecCuBHBIX (popmax
PMXK. Tak, B uccnemoBanuu A.J. Lowery u coast. (2012)
ObLIa MpOBe/icHA CUCTeMaTUIeCcKas OLieHKA BIMSIHYS IO/~
turna PM2XK nHa yacroty pa3Butus JIPP nocie OCO u M3.
BcecTtopoHHMIA MOMCK MCCIeI0BaHUH, N3y4aloLIUX Pe3yib-
tatel OCO u/unm MO B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT UMMYHOTHCTO-
xuMHyeckoro Thurna PM2K, BBIMOTHSIICS C UCTIOb30BaHUEM
Medline 1 mepeKpeCcTHBIX CCHIJIOK Ha MMEIOIIMECS TaH-
Hble. B 15 uccienoBanuii 0b110 BKIrOYeHO 12 592 manu-
enTku ¢ PM2K, noasepriuecst OCO (n = 7174) unu MO
(n=>5418). [TauyeHTKU C OMyXOJSIMU JIIOMUHAJILHOTO TUIIA
nmen 6osee HU3Kkui prck JIPP, uem mauyentku ¢ THPM2K
1 HER2+ PM2XK nocne OCO. I1pu mtoMUHAaTbHBIX TUITAX
omyxosieit JIPP Takxke pazBuBaiics pexe, yem nmpu HER2+
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n THPMK nociae M3. Takum o6pa3om, ObLI cAeIaH Bbl-
BoJ 0 ToM, yTo Tunt PMXK crienyeT yuuThIBaTh C 1Ie/bIO
MOBBILLIEHHOTO JTOKAJAbHOTO KOHTPOJIA [3].

B pabore M.O. Meyers u coanT. (2011) ObL1M MpoaHa-
Ju3upoBaHbl naHHble 149 6onbHbIX PM2K 11 1 111 cragumii:
55 — ¢ moMuHaabHBIM A THIOM PM2K, 25 — ¢ moMuHanb-
HbIM B tunowm, 20 — ¢ HER2+ PM2XK u 49 — ¢ THPMXK.
CpenHuit nepuon HabmoaeHus1 coctaBuia 55 mec. Copoka
nessaty (33 %) nanmeHTKaM Obuta BeinojaHeHa OCO ¢ mmo-
cnenytoueii JIT, 82 (55 %) — MD ¢ nocaenyomieit JIT,
18 (12 %) — Tonpko M3D. pCR Habmonancs y 39 (26 %) na-
nueHToK. 1o nanHbIM HccnenoBanus, JIPP Obl1 BeIsiBIICH
y 11 (7 %) natmenroxk: y 2 (4 %) nocie OCOuy9 (9 %) —
nocie M3D. PacnipeneneHnue yactotsl JIPP B 3aBucuMocT
OT THUIIa pakKa ObLIO CIAEAYIOIIMM: JTIOMMHAJbHBIA A —
2 (4 %) cnyvas u3 55, momuHanbHbI B — 1 (4 %) u3 25,
HER2+ — 1 (5 %) u3 20, THPM2K — 7 (14 %) u3 49. 1o
cpaBHeHuU1o ¢ npyruMu Tunamu ipu THPMZK JIPP pazo-
BbeTCs ¢ OoJiblIeii BeposTHOCThIO (7/49 (14 %) mpoTtuB
4/100 (4 %); p=0,03) [4].

OnHako BO MHOT'MX MCCJIEIOBAaHUSX JTOKa3aHa BO3-
MoxkHocTb BbiTtoiHeHUs1 OCO mocne nposeaeHust HATTXT.
Tak, B ctathe B.G. Haffty u coaBr. (2006) 6buTa paccmo-
TpeHa 0a3a JaHHBIX MMAIlMEHTOK, KOTOPHIM ObLjIa BHIITOJ-
HeHa OCO. M3 482 naumeHTOK co BceMU 3 TOCTYITHBIMU
Mapkepamu B 117 ciydasx pak ObU1 KiaccupuiupoBaH
kak THPMIK, co cpeqHuM neprionoM HabmoaeHus 7,9 ro-
na. Cpenu 482 nallieHTOK B MCCIeTOBaHUH ObLIO 3aperu-
CTPUPOBAHO 53 ciydasl pellMaMBa B MOJIOYHOI Xejese,
77 cnyvaeB oTHajeHHOro pelmauBa u 69 cmepreit. Yepes
5 net koropta ¢ THPMZK umMena 0ojiee HU3KUI YpOBEHb
BBDKMBAGMOCTH 0€3 OTIAJICHHBIX METACTA30B 10 CPABHEHUIO
¢ Impyrumu tTunamu paka: 67 % mnpotus 82 %, p = 0,002.
THPMXK 6511 He3aBUCUMBIM IIPOTHOCTUYECKUM (PaKTO-
pPOM pa3BUTHUS OTHAJeHHBIX MeTacTa3oB. He ormedeHo
pa3HMUIIBI B YaCTOTE Pa3BUTHSI JIOKAJIBHOTO PELIMINBA MEX-
ny THPM2K u npyrumu tunamu PM2X (83 % npotus 83 %
COOTBETCTBeHHO). TakuM obOpa3om, ObLIO JOKa3aHO, YTO
MalyeHThI ¢ pakoM, KilaccuguimpoBaHHbIM Kak THPMZK,
HMMEIOT TUTOXOM MPOTHO3, OAHAKO HE HalIEeHO HMKAKMUX
JI0KAa3aTeIbCTB TOTO, YTO 3TU MAIlMEHTHI ITOIBEPXKEHBI 60-
Jiee BBHICOKOMY PUCKY Pa3BUTHS JIOKAJIbHOTO peLMIMBA
nociae OCO n JIT [5].

B crathe H.V. Harissis u coat. (2010) npoBeaeH
PETPOCIEKTUBHBINM aHaIu3 JaHHbIX 1533 namuenTox (321
¢ THPMX u 1212 ¢ npyrumu tuniamu PM2K), kotopsim
obu1a BeinojHeHa OCO npu niepsuuHoM PM2K B mepuon
¢ 2000 mo 2010 r. BeuIM MpoaHaNIM3UPOBAHbI KIIMHUKO-
MaTOJIOTMYECKUE XapaKTePUCTHUKH, Oe3peliMauBHAasI 1 00-
1mas BbkruBaeMocTb. Omyxonu u3 rpynnbsl THPMZK nme-
1 60s1ee Beicokyto ctamuio T (T2: 37,4 % nipotus 21,0 %;
p <0,001), 6onee Huskyto craguio N (NO: 86,9 % npotus
75,5 %; p <0,001) u 6ojee BHICOKYIO THCTOJIOTMYECKYIO
creniedb (kiacc I11: 66,8 % nporus 15,4 %; p <0,001),
yeMm omnyxouu, He oTHocsmuecss K THPM2K. He 6b110

pas3nuyuii B 5-JeTHei Oe3pelluIUBHON BbIXKMBAEMOCTHU
Mexay rpynmnamu nauueHTok ¢ THPM2K u ¢ gpyrumu
tunamu PMX (98,7 % npotus 97,8 %; p = 0,63). I1auu-
€HTKH C OIMyXojsiMU, He oTHocsiumucsa K THPMIK, ne-
MOHCTPHUPOBAIM HEMHOTO OOJIBIIYIO S5-JETHIOK OOIIYIO
BBDKMBaeMOCThb, YeM 0onbHble THPM2K, ogHako pa3Huia
He ObLIa cymecTBeHHol (96,2 % npotu 97,3 %; p = 0,72).
B MHoromepHom aHanuze THPM2K He ObL1 ¢BSI3aH C MJ10-
XUMU KJIMHAYECKUMU PE3yIbTaTaMM C TOUKU 3pEHUST Oe3-
PELMIMBHOI 1 00IIEl BEDKMBAEMOCTH [6].

e nccinenoBannsa — oueHKa 3¢ GHEeKTUBHOCTU HEO-
aIbIOBAHTHOTI'O JIEKAPCTBEHHOTO JieueHsT y 60ombHBIX THPM2K
M aHaJIU3 XUPYPrU4eCKUX Pe3yJIbTaTOB B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT CTEIIEHU OTBETa OITyXOJIM Ha Teparulo.

Martepuanbi u metopbl

IIpoaHanu3upoBaHbl pe3yabTaTbl KOMOMHMPOBaH-
Horo/KomruiekcHoro jedyeHus: 210 6oapHbeix THPMIK,
KOTOpBHIM Ha MepBoM 3Tane Obuta npoBeaeHa HATTXT
C TOCAEAYIOIIUM XUpypruyeckum jedeHuem u JIT. U3
210 maLyeHToK B 2 ciy4asix ObLT BbISIBJIEH MEPBUYHO-
MHOXECTBEHHBIM CMHXPOHHBIN paK ¢ TPUKIbI HETaTUB-
HBIM UMMYHOTHUCTOXMMUYECKMM TUIIOM C 2 CTOpPOH. Bce
MALMEHTKY TTOJTYIWIM XUPYPIrUUECKoe JIeYeHUE B OT/IeIIe-
HUY OHKOMaMMOJIOTMY U PEKOHCTPYKTHUBHO-TUIACTHYE-
CKOI1 Xupypruu oHkosioruaeckoro reHrpa Ne 1 Topoackoii
KuHuveckoit 6oabHuLbl M. C.C. FOnuna denapraMmeH-
Ta 31paBooxpaHeHUs1 I. MockBbI B repuo ¢ Mmapta 2020 .
no sHBapb 2025 1.

M3 210 manmeHTOK paaukaibHast MD/MD ¢ buoncu-
€l CTOpOXEeBOro TMM(ATUIECKOTro y3Jia Oblja BEIITOJIHEHA
B 111 ciygasx, OCO — B 86, mepBUYHAas peKOHCTPYKTHB-
Ho-mactuyeckas onepauust (PI1O) — B 15. Pacnipenene-
Hue no cragussmM THPM2K npencrasieHo B Ta0J. 1.

Taomuna 1. Pacnpedenenue cayuaee mpumicovi HeeamugHo20 paKa MoA0OYHOU
Jcenesvt no cmadusim 3abonesanus, n = 212

Table 1. Distribution of triple-negative cancer cases by stage of the disease,
n=212

Proportion
Stage of the disease Number of cases, n of cases, %
ITA 106 50,0
1B 41 19,3
ITIA 12 5,7
I11B 37 17,5
Iic 16 7,5

IIpu pacripegeeHU MALIMEHTOK 10 BO3pacTy Hau-
GOJIBIIIYIO TPYITITY COCTABMJIN ITALIMEHTKH B BO3pacTe 55—
59 net. OmHaKoO cemyeT OTMETUTD, UTO B TPYIIIIE COLIMAIIb-
HO aKTUBHBIX MallMEHTOK B Bo3pacTe 45—49 et oTMeueHa
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TakxXe BbICOKas 3aboneBaemoctb PM2K. PacnipeneneHue
MalMeHTOK 10 BO3pacTy MpeACTaBIeHO Ha puc. 1.

Pe3synbrathbl

IIpu olLieHKe KIMHUYECKOTO 1 TTaTOMOP(OI0rMIeCcKO-
IO OTBETOB MAIlMEHTKM ObUIM pa3meieHbl Ha 2 TPYIMIIbL:
rpymrmna 1 — maluMeHTKU ¢ HalMyrMeM MyTalluii, Tpyra 2 —
nauyeHTKy 06e3 MyTaluii. B rpynmne 1 Hanbonblilast yactora
nosiHoro kiauHudyeckoro (CR) u maroMopdosiornueckoro
(RCB-0) oTBeTOB OTMEUEHa Y MallMEHTOK, KOTOPLIM ObLIa
nposeneHa HAITXT 1o cxeme 4AC + 12PCar (26 u 70 %
COOTBETCTBeHHO). B rpynrme 2 Haubosbiiasa yactotra CR
u pCR gocturHyta y nauueHTok, noayyuBmnx HAITXT
o cxeme DC (29 u 57 % cootBeTcTBeHHO). Pacmipenerne-
HHE MallMeHTOK Ipymmn 1 1 2 B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT KJIIMHU-
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YECKOTO Y ITaTOMOP(OIOrn4eCKOTo OTBETOB IPEICTaBIIe-
HO B TaoOJ. 2—5.

ITpu CR B maHHOI TpyIIIie ObIIO BHITOIHEHO 26 % MO,
86 % OCO, 15 % nepBuunbix PI1O; mpy 4acTUYHOM KJIM-
HI4YecKoM otBeTe — 53 % MD, 41 % OCO, 6 % nepBuy-
Hbeix PI1O, a mpu OTCYTCTBUM KJIMHUYECKOIO OTBETa —
83 % M3, 13 % OCO, 4 % nieppuunbix PI1O. Cpenu OCO
pacrpejeieHue BUAOB OHKOIUIACTUYECKOUN Pe3eKIIUU
(OITP) ObLI0 cleayolIUM: Ha BepXHeMeaualbHOM TJ1aH-
IYJISIPHOM HOXKKe — 17 MallieHTOK, Ha BepXHeIaTepalbHOM
IIaHAYJISIpHON HOXKe — 4, Ha HUXXKHEHN IIaHIylIsIpHOI
HOXKE C yIaJleHUEM COCKOBO-apeoISIPHOTO KOMIUIEKca — 4,
Ha HIDKHEM MIaHIyIIPHOI HOXKKE C COXpaHEHUEM COCKOBO-
apeoJISIPHOTO KOMILIeKca — 8, Ha KOMOMHUPOBAHHOM IJIaH-
IyJIsipHOit HOoXKe — 1, mo Metoauke round-block — 10,

55-59  60-64  65-69  70-74  75-79  80-84  85-89

Bo3pacr, net / Age, years

Puc. 1. Pacnpedenernue 601bHbIX MPUNCObL HE2AMUBHBIM DAKOM MOAOYHOU Jiceae3bl N0 603DACHY

Fig. 1. Distribution of patients with triple-negative breast cancer by age

Tabmma 2. Pacnpedenerue nayuenmok epynnot 1 no bipaxceHHOCMuU KAUHUMECK020 OMBema 8 3agUCUMOCTIU OM CXeMbl He0A0BHOBAHMHOL NOAUXUMUOMEPANUU
Table 2. Distribution of patients in group 1 by severity of clinical response depending on the neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimen

Neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimen

Clinical response 4AC+4D  dd4AC + 12PCar 4AC+4P  4AC+ 12P 4AC + 12PCar DC
n % n % n % n % n % n %
[TomHbI OTBET
Complete response 2 11 1 8 1 8 18 13 7 26 2 25

(n=131;15 %)

YacTUYHBII OTBET
Partial response 14 78 9 75
(n=157;74 %)

be3 orBeTa

No response 2 11 2 17
(n=24;11 %)

Bceeo

Total 18 100 12 100

(n=1212; 100 %)

8 67 101 75 19 70 6 75

12 100 135 100 27 100 § 100
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Tadmuna 3. Pacnpedenerue nayuenmok epynnoi 1 no 8bipajceHHOCU RAMOMOPPOA0UHECK020 OMEEMA 6 3A8UCUMOCIIU OM CXeMbl He0AOBHOBAHMHOL
noauxumuomepanuu
Table 3. Distribution of patients in group 1 by severity of pathomorphological response depending on the neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimen

Neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimen

Pathological 4AC + 4D dd4AC + 12PCar 4AC + 4P 4AC+ 12P  4AC + 12PCar DC

response

n % n % n % n % n % n %
RCB-0
(n=100; 47 %) 6 33,3 7 58 6 50 57 42 19 70 5 62,5
RCB-1
(n=33; 16 %) 4 2,2 1 8 2 17 21 16 4 15 1 12,5
RCB-II
(n=58: 27 %) 8 44,5 2 17 4 33 39 29 3 11 2 25
RCB-III
(n=21; 10 %) 0 0 2 17 0 0 18 13 1 4 0 0
Bceeo
Total 18 100 12 100 12 100 135 0 27 100 8 100

(n=212; 100 %)

Tadmuua 4. Pacnpedenerue nayueHmok epynnol 2 no 8bipajiceHHOCU KAUHUMECK020 OMBEmda 8 3a8UCUMOCIU O CXeMbl He0a0BI08aAHMHOL NOAUXUMUOMEPanUU
Table 4. Distribution of patients in group 2 by severity of clinical response depending on the neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimen

Neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimen

Clinical response 4AC+4D  dd4AC + 12PCar 4AC + 4P 4AC + 12P 4AC + 12PCar DC

n % n % n % n % n % n %

ITonHbIiA OTBET
Complete response 2 11 1 9 1 9 18 14 3 27 2 29
(n=27;14 %)

YacTUIHBIIN OTBET
Partial response 14 78 8 73 8 73 99 74 8 73 5 71
(n=142;74 %)

bes orBeTa

No response 2 11 2 18 2 18 16 12 0 0 0 0
(n=22;12 %)

Bceeo

Total 18 100 11 100 11 100 133 100 11 100 7 100

(n=191; 100 %)

no Meroauke Jlexiop — 1, cyornanmynspHas OITP — 20, Knununueckue npumepsl CP 1 pCR Ha mpoBeneHHOe =
OITP no metonuke S-rutactuku — 7, OIIP ¢ ucrionb3oBa-  HEoaabIOBAaHTHOE JIEKAPCTBEHHOE JIeYeHUE TTPEICTaBICHbI f
HueMm LICAP-nockyra — 2, OIIP ¢ ucnonbp3oBaHueM  Ha puc.2—7. .
TDAP-nockyra — 5. Bo Bcex ciydasix Obula IOCTUTHYTA YMCTOTA KPaeB pe- =

IIpu BeimoaHeHnuun OCO 41 nmanueHTKe ¢ Hemalb-  3eKuuu RO. MuHuUManbHbIN Kpail — 1 MM, MaKCUMallb- e
NUPYEMBIMM HOBOOOpPAa30BaHUSIMU ObllIa BbITIOJHEHA  HbIl — 20 MM (cpeaHsis mvpuHa kpast — 3,24 + 1,84 mm). :
cTepeoTakKCcUYecKash pa3MeTKa JIOKaJIu3allMOHHOM K HacrosimeMy BpeMeHu cpeau 210 ob6cieqo0BaHHBIX -
WUTJIOMN. NanMeHToK, Haxonsaiuxcss Ha jedyeHuu ¢ 2020 ., JIPP =

[\
|
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Tabmuua 5. Pacnpedenenue nayueHmok epynnoi 2 no 8bipajceHHOCHU RAMOMOPPOA0UMECK 020 OMEeMA 6 38UCUMOCIIU OM CXeMbl He0AOBHOBAHMHOL
noAuxumMuomepanuu
Table 5. Distribution of patients in group 2 by severity of pathomorphological response depending on the neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimen

Neoadjuvant polychemotherapy regimen

Pathological response 4AC + 4D dd4AC + 12PCar

n % n %

RCB-0

(n=85; 45 %) S I e

RCB-I

(n=31;16 %) & 22 1 9

RCB-II

(n= 5592 %) 8 45 2 18

RCB-II11

(n=120: 10 %) 0 0 2 18

Bceeo

Total 18 100 11 100

(n=191; 100 %)

Puc. 2. Mammoepapuueckue cHumku 6 npsmoii (a) u kocoii (6) hpoexyusx,
nosyuenHole y nayueHmxu A. ¢ mpuicobl HeeamueHsIM PaKom MOAOHHOL
Jcenesvl 00 HeOAOBI8AHMHOL NOAUXUMUOMEPANUU

Fig. 2. Mammographic images in direct (a) and oblique (6) projections in patient A.
with triple-negative breast cancer before neoadjuvant polychemotherapy

HE€ OTMEUYCHO HU B OJHOM cCJiydae. HpOZ[OJ'I)KaeTCH uccie-
JOBaHUE B OTHOLIECHMU M3YYCHHA 4aCTOTbI pELIMINBOB
B IIp€ACTaBJICHHBIX I'pYyIIIIax.

06cyxaeHune

PesynbraTsl Mcciea0BaHUS IEMOHCTPUPYIOT BEICOKYIO
addextuBHOCTh cXeMbl 4AC + 12PCar y manmeHToK ¢ My-
TalMSIMU, YTO TTOATBEPKAAET YYBCTBUTEILHOCTD OITyXOJIN
K KOMOMHUPOBAHHOUN XMMUOTEpaIuu. Y MaiueHToK 6e3
mytanuii cxema DC 1mmokasajia cornoctaBUMBbIE TTOKA3aTeIn
CR u RCB-0, yto nogyepkuBaeT HEOOXOAUMOCTh MHIUBU -

4AC + 4P 4AC+12P  4AC + 12PCar DC

n % n % n % n %
6 55 57 42,8 6 55 4 57
2 18 21 15,8 2 18 1 14
3 27 38 28,6 2 18 2 29
0 0 17 12,8 1 9 0 0
11 100 133 100 11 100 7 100

Puc. 3. Mammoepapuueckue cHumku 6 npsamoii (a) u kocoii (6) npoexyusx,
nosyuexHole y nayueHmiu A. ¢ mpuicobl HecamuHsIM PaKom MOAOYHOL
Jcenesnl nocae Heoadsr8aHMHOU NOAUXUMUOMEPANUU

Fig. 3. Mammographic images in direct (a) and oblique (6) projections
in patient A. with triple-negative breast cancer after neoadjuvant
polychemotherapy

nyanbHoro nogoopa HAITXT B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT TeHETUYE-
CKOro npoduist ormyxoau. JlaHHbIe MOTYT CJTy>KMTb OCHOBa-
HUeM JUJIs1 JayibHetiei ontumusau cxeM HATTXT.

CusIbHbIE CTOPOHBI MCCIIEIOBAaHUS: YeTKasl CTpaTudu-
KalMs NalMeHTOK M0 MyTallMOHHOMY CTaTyCy; UCITOJIb30-
BaHMEe OOBEKTMBHBLIX KpuTepueB oueHKU oTBeTa (CR
u RCB-0).

OrpaHuYeHUs UCCAEAOBaHUS: TTepUO HaOIIOAEHUS
oT 1 10 5 71eT; OTCYTCTBUE NaHHBIX 1O TOJITOCPOYHON BbI-
>KMBa€MOCTH.

JlanpHeli1e UCC/IeNoBaHMs ¢ pacIlIMPeHHON KOropToit
W TIPOJIOJIKUTEIBHBIM HaOMIOIEHUEM TTO3BOJIAT YTOYHUTD
KJIMHUYECKYIO 3HAUMMOCTD BBISIBJIEHHBIX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEM
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Puc. 4. Penmeenoepaguueckuii cHumMoK y0aneHH020 ceKmopa ¢ yCmaHog-
JNeHHOU N0KAAU3AYUOHHOU UA0l

Fig. 4. X-ray image of the removed sector with the localization needle installed

Puc. 5. Mammoepauueckue cHumku 6 npsmoii (a) u kocoii (6) npoexyusx,
nosyuenHble y nayueHmku B. ¢ mpuocobl HeeamugHsiM paKom MOAOHHOL
dcenesvl 00 HeOAOBI8AHMHOL NOAUXUMUOMEPANUL

Fig. 5. Mammographic images in direct (a) and oblique (6) projections in
patient B. with triple-negative breast cancer before neoadjuvant polychemotherapy

U 1toATBepauTh 3pdexTuBHOCTL cxeM HAITXT st pa3HbIx
MOATUIIOB OMYXOJiel (C HaTUUMeM MyTaluii U 6e3 HUX).

BbiBOAbI

O6wiein TeHgeHuue B jJeyeHun PMIK, Bkimouas
u THPMK, gaBnsieTcst ctpeMJieHHe He TOJIbKO K OHKOJIO-
TUYECKOMY PaIuKaIN3MYy, HO U K 00€CIIeYEeHUIO XOPOIIIEro
ACTETUYECKOTO PEe3ysIbTaTa, 4YTO BOZMOXKHO IIPY OHKOILIA-
cTryecKoi xupypruv. OmHaKO KJIMHUYECKUE W ITaToJIO-
ruueckue ocooeHHoctu THPM2K moryT orpaHudmBaTh
MMOKAa3aHUs K BBIITOJTHEHMIO 3TUX onepanuii. M3-3a com-

Puc. 6. Mammoepapuueckue cHumku 6 npsamoii (a) u kocoii (6) npoexyusx,
nosyuexHsle y nayueHmxu B. ¢ mpucobt HeeamugHsiM paKom MOAOYHOL
Jcenesnl nocae Heoadsr8aAHMHOU NOAUXUMUOMEPANUU

Fig. 6. Mammographic images in direct (a) and oblique (6) projections
in patient B. with triple-negative breast cancer after neoadjuvant
polychemotherapy

Puc. 7. Mammoepauueckue cnumru 6 npsmolii (a) u (6) kocoii npoexyusx,
noayyennvie y nayuenmiu C. ¢ mpuicobl HeeAmu@HbIM paKom MOAOHHOU
Jceneswl ¢ yemarogaenuvim eapnyrom. Ileped onepayueii nayuenmice mai-
Jce Oblaa 6bINOAHEHA CMePeomaKCcuveckKas pasmemka A0KAAU3AYUOHHOU
uenol

Fig. 7. Mammographic images in direct (a) and oblique (6) projections
in patient C. with triple-negative breast cancer with an installed harpoon.
Before the operation, the patient also underwent stereotactic marking with
a localization needle

HUTENBHOTO MporHo3a B ciydyae THPM2K M3 BbINOJTHSIOT
qarre, yeM OCO, — B 67 u 33 % ciy4aeB COOTBETCTBEHHO
[7]. B HacTosiliee BpeMsl 00beM HaydHBIX UCCIIEAOBAaHUIA,
TMOATBEPKAAIOIIMX 11€JIeCO00Pa3HOCTh IPUMEHEHUSI Opra-
HOCOXPaHSIIOIIMX METOIVK B ITOJIb3y MD Mpy arpecCUBHBIX
¢dopmax PM2K, Takux Kak Tpykabl HeraTuBHbIM 1 HER2+
THUIIBI, OCTAETCS OrpaHMYeHHBIM. HecMOTpsT Ha 3T0, pa3Bu-
e coBpeMeHHbIX MeTonoB HATTXT cniocoOcTBYyeT yBeau-
YEHUIO YacTOThI JocTikeHrss pCR, 4TO MOXET CIIyXUTh
000CHOBaHUEM [IJ151 OATBEPXKIEHUS BO3MOXHOCTU ITPO-
BeaeHuss OCO B KIMHUYECKOi npakTuke. B HacToseit
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paboTe MpeacTaBIeHbI pe3yIbTaThl 3((OEeKTUBHOTO JIeKap-
CTBEHHOTO U XUPYPruuecKoro jiedeHust 6oabHbx THPMK.
HecmoTtpst Ha arpeccUBHOCTB JaHHOM (popmbl PM2K, BbI-

PaXkeHHOCTh KJIMHUYECKOTO U ITaToMOpP(dOI0THYECKOTO
OTBETOB IIEPBOCTEIICHHO BJIMSET Ha BEIOOP XUPYPIUIeCKOM
MeToauku B noabzy OCO.

—
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